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THE PERIOD FOR RESPONSE: [check only a) or b)] 

a) expires months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 



b) Q expires either three months from the mailing date of the final rejection, or on the mailing date of this Advisory Action, whichever 
is later. In no event, however, will the statutory period for the response expire later than six months from the date of the final 
rejection. 

Any extension of time must be obtained by filing a petition under 37 CFR 1.1 36(a), the proposed response and the appropriate fee. The 
date on which the response, the petition, and the fee have been filed is the date of the response and also the date for the purposes of 
determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. Any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.17 will be 
calculated from the date of the originally set shortened statutory period for response or as set forth in b) above. 



□ Appellant's Brief is due two months from the date of the Notice of Appeal filed on 



(or within any 



period for response set forth above, whichever is later). See 37 CFR 1.191(d) and 37 CFR 1.192(a). 
Applicant's response to the final rejection, filed on has been considered with the following effect, 



but is NOT deemed to place the application in condition for allowance: 

iKi The proposed amendment(s): 

□ will be entered upon filing of a Notice of Appeal and an Appeal Brief. 
^ will not be entered because: 

they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search. (See note below). 

□ they raise the issue of new matter. (See note below). 

they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 
issues for appeal. 

□ they present additional claims without cancelling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: TU pnpti^tU^^ jb CJkJ^foftUSlS HJZMJ /SSUAT jh^l^fildl r^lQ^ 

□ Applicant's response has overcome the following rejection(s): 



□ Newly proposed or amended claims would be allowable if submitted in a 

separate, timely filed amendment cancelling the non-allowable claims. 

□ The affidavit, exhibit or request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the application in condition 
for allowance because: 



□ The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly raised by 
the Examiner in the final rejection. 

jji^ For purposes of Appeal, the status of the claims is as follows (see attached written explanation, if any): 

Claims allowed: ACfriG-* 

Claims objected to: ACfHCL^ 

Claims rejected: IQ / . l^LrSl 

□ The proposed drawing correction filed on Chas Oias not been approved by the Examiner. 



□ Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 

□ Other 
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1. Applicant's amendment, filed 7/6/2000, is acknowledged. 
Claims 10-12, 14 and 22-31 are pending. 

2. Claim 14 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, 
for the same reasons set forth in Paper No. 8. 

Should amended claim 10 be entered, Claim 14 would be rejected as 
indefinite for the reasons set forth in the Advisory Action. 

3. Claims 10-12, 14, and 22-31 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Stott et al. (U.S. Patent No. 4,816,252, IDS) 
in view of Watanabe (Japan Patent No. 61-132143, IDS) and Elliot et al . 
(U.S. Patent No. 4,623,541, IDS), all of record, for the same reasons 
set forth in Paper No. 8. 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 7/6/00 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Applicant argues that the invention is 
patentable in that the water stable globulin concentrate containing at 
least 15%IaG is given to animals through their water source post-weaning 
(emphasis by Applicant) and that the primary (Stott et al . ) reference 
does not teach these very specific limitations. As previously stated, 
it is the Examiner's opinion that the claimed invention is obvious in 
view of the cited case law, that the Examiner has established such, and 
that the motivation for said invention was provided by the prior art and 
not Applicant's disclosure. While the x 252 patent does not teach the 
specific limitations, they do fall within the limitations taught by the 
secondary references. Watanabe teaches the use of Ig feed supplements 
to promote weight gain in pigs post-weaning (see Abstract) and the '541 
patent teaches the use of Ig supplements within the claimed ranges (see 
particularly Examples 1-2 and Table 1) . Thus the entire claimed 
invention, including the claimed limitations, have been taught or 
suggested by the prior art. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
should be directed to Dr. Gerald Ewoldt whose telephone number is (703) 
308-9805. The Examiner can normally be reached. Monday through Thursday 
and alternate Fridays from 7:30 am to 5:30 pm. A message may be left on 
the Examiner's voice mail service. If attempts to reach the Examiner by 
telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's supervisor, Christina Chan 
can be reached on (703) 308-3973. Any inquiry of a general nature or 
relating to the status of this application should be directed to the 
Technology Center 1600 receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
0196. The CM1 Fax Center telephone number is (703) 305-3014. 



G. R. Ewoldt, Ph.D. 



Patent Examiner 
Technology Center 1600 
July 11, 2000 
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